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CONGRESSIONAL  DISAFFECTION  GROWS  ON  VIETNAM 


Another  major  escalation  of  the  Vietnamese  war  was 
anticipated  in  February,  but  was  delayed  in  part  by 
tenacious  opposition  of  leading  Senators  and  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  On  the  floor  and  in  televised  hearings  they 
challenged  the  Administration’s  emphasis  on  the  U.S. 
“commitment”  to  South  Vietnam,  pressed  for  some  as¬ 
surance  that  the  President  has  a  negotiable  position 
and  pleaded  for  a  limitation  on  the  conflict.  Despite 
such  close  questioning  the  Administration  refused  to 
set  any  upper  limit  on  the  number  of  men  that  may  be 
sent  to  Southeast  Asia  and  implied  that  China  would  be 
to  blame  if  further  escalation  led  to  World  War  III. 

But  Congressional  misgivings  bowed  to  White  House 
pressure  March  1  when  Congress  approved  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  request  for  another  $4.8  billion  for  the  war. 
Sens.  Wayne  Morse,  Ore.,  and  Ernest  Gruening, 
Alaska;  Reps.  George  Brown,  Calif.,  Burton,  Calif., 
Conyers,  Mich.,  and  Ryan,  N.Y.,  stood  alone  in  voting 
against  the  money  request.  Sens.  Fulbright,  Ark., 
Young,  Ohio,  and  McCarthy,  Minn.,  joined  Sens.  Morse 
and  Gruening  in  trying  to  rescind  the  1964  Gulf  of 
Tonkin  resolution  which  approved  the  unlimited  use 
of  armed  force  in  Southeast  Asia. 

Yet  the  March  1  votes  are  only  the  first  in  a  series. 
Your  letters,  telegrams  and  visits  can  encourage  other 
Members  to  vote  “no”  when  new  money  bills  are 
offered.  (See  page  3  for  list  of  concerned  Members.) 


Here  are  some  of  the  doubts  Members  have  expressed 
about  U.S.  policy  as  Congress  agonizes  over  the  war: 

The  rommitment.  “.  .  .  We  have  created  the  South 
Vietnamese  Government  and  we  are  committed  to  it 
by  reiteration  of  the  word  ‘commitment.’  I  find  it  very 
difficult  to  find  any  .  .  .  legal  commitment.” — Sen.  J. 
Wm.  Fulbright,  Ark.,  Feb.  1. 

Escalation.  “If  step  by  step  escalation  is  a  policy  it  is  a 
poor  one.  And  each  additional  major  step  of  escalation 
will  compound  our  problems  and  pose  increasingly 
disastrous  possible  consequences.” — Sen.  Albert  Gore, 
Tenn.,  Feb.  16. 

Costs.  “Escalation  breeds  escalation  on  the  other  side,” 
said  Sen.  Vance  Hartke,  Ind.,  on  Feb.  21.  “That  is 
what  happened  during  1965  as  we  increased  our 
troops,  began  our  bombing,  started  to  search  and  de¬ 
stroy  with  American  forces.  .  .  .  Casualties,  man¬ 
power  [shortages]  inflation,  [worsening]  balance  of 
payments,  [increased]  taxes — these  are  among  the 
baggage  we  will  have  to  carry  if  we  take  the  road  of 
escalation.  But  what  of  the  things  we  will  have  to  leave 
behind?  .  .  .  We  cut  our  school  children  in  lunch  and 
milk  money  by  $101  million — because  Vietnam  cur¬ 
rently  costs  us  that  much  every  three  days.  We  slice 
$20  million  from  rural  disaster  rehabilitation  so  that 
we  can  do  more  to  rehabilitate  the  South  Vietnamese 


PACIFICATION  AND  RURAL  CONSTRUCTION 


The  President  has  repeatedly  stressed  his  desire  to 
meet  human  needs  in  Vietnam.  At  Honolulu  he 
promised  to  give  “full  support  to  measures  of  social 
revolution,  including  land  reform.” 

Yet  the  U.S.  AID  agency  reported  in  December  1965 
that  “Long  range  economic  and  social  development 
has  .  .  .  been  greatly  curtailed  because  of  overriding 
military  and  civil  counter-insurgency  demands.  .  .  . 
In  many  areas  .  .  .  massive  VC  terrorism  or  military 
action  have  largely  negated  our  civil  accomplish¬ 
ments.”  The  Agency  charged  the  Saigon  govern¬ 
ment  with  handicapping  health  programs  and  much 
needed  land  reform :  “We  urge  and  advise  and  offer 
assistance  on  land  reform  for  years,  yet  changing 
governments,  political  pressures  from  land  owners 


in  and  out  of  government,  and  lack  of  administrative 
capability  tend  to  frustrate  this  program.” 

According  to  columnist  Joseph  Kraft,  “pacification” 
or  rural  reform,  looks  like  a  “winning  ticket”  but  it 
has  a  number  of  “pitfalls:”  1 )  the  Vietnamese  don’t 
have  the  skilled  people  to  carry  out  the  program,  2) 
the  increase  in  pacification  resources  has  been 
matched  by  increased  corruption,  3)  the  Americans 
involved  tend  to  become  “imbued  with  .  .  .  mission¬ 
ary”  zeal  and  opponents  of  negotiations,  4)  the  other 
side  tends  to  fight  back  with  “blind  terrorism.”  Thus 
“middle  positions  in  South  Vietnam  are  progressively 
wiped  out  and  the  chances  of  reconciliation  thus 
diminished.”  The  Washington  Post,  Feb.  21,  1966. 
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lands  suffering  man-made  rural  disaster  there.  We 
delete  $164  million  in  school  district  funds  for  the 
so-called  impacted  areas — enough  to  pay  for  killing  a 
little  more  than  400  Vietcong  at  the  estimated  cost  of 
$400,000  each.  .  .  .  There  are  other  costs  .  .  .  costs 
without  a  price  tag  .  .  .  our  standing  in  the  eyes  of 
the  world.” 

China.  Sen.  Fulbright  called  for  a  fundamental  change 
in  U.S.  policy  in  Southeast  Asia,  March  1.  He  urged 
a  U.S.  accommodation  with  Communist  China  based 
on  neutralization  of  Southeast  Asia,  rather  than  ex¬ 
panded  military  action,  as  “the  only  course  with  dem¬ 
onstrated  promise  of  being  able  to  bring  about  a  lasting 
and  honorable  peace.” 

Sen.  Frank  Church,  Idaho,  argued  Feb.  21  that  “Pei¬ 
ping  speaks  fiercely  but  acts  with  caution.  Chinese 
troops  are  neither  stationed  nor  engaged  outside  her 
borders  ...  we  must  not  permit  South  Vietnam  to  be¬ 
come  another  Asian  garrison  for  American  forces.  .  .  . 
These  enclaves  .  .  .  exacerbate  against  whatever  pros¬ 
pect  there  may  be  for  an  eventual  accommodation  with 
Peiping.  The  American  interest  calls  for  a  modus 
Vivendi  with  China  which  is  as  viable  as  the  one  we 
have  found  with  the  Soviet  Union.” 

The  Vieteonji.  Sen.  Stephen  Young,  Ohio,  has  pointed 
out  that  the  Vietcong  are  largely  natives  of  South  Viet¬ 
nam.  “Ironically  enough,”  says  the  Senator,  “Prime 
Minister  Ky  of  South  Vietnam,  was  born  and  reared 
in  Hanoi.”  Sen.  Joseph  Clark,  Pa.,  said  Feb.  24  that  it 
is  not  “clear  to  what  extent,  if  at  all,  the  Vietcong  are 
controlled  by  Hanoi,  or  Hanoi  is  controlled  by  main¬ 
land  China.  What  seems  certain  is  that  further  escala¬ 
tion  of  the  American  war  effort  .  .  .  will  bring  all  three 
.  .  .  closer  together.” 

The  Vietnamese  people.  “We  are  all  horrified  at  de¬ 
capitations  and  disembowelings  that  are  committed  by 
the  Vietcong,”  said  Sen.  Morse,  Feb.  25.  “But  we  apply 
on  a  far  larger  scale  the  more  impersonal  but  equally 
horrifying  terror  weapons  of  the  laboratory.  .  .  .  People 
are  aghast  to  read  of  our  poisoning  of  rice  fields.” 

“Whatever  social  institutions  once  existed  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  Vietnamese  are  now  crippled  or  totally  ruined 
by  war,”  reported  Sen.  Edward  M.  Kennedy,  Mass.,  in 
the  Feb.  8  issue  of  Look. 

January  14  Sen.  McGovern  said  he  found  the  civilian 
hospitals  in  South  Vietnam  “crowded  with  bombing 
victims,  with  little  children  with  their  legs,  arms  blown 
off;  men,  women,  and  children  with  their  faces  and 
their  bodies  horribly  burned  and  scarred  with  napalm 
bombs.” 

The  government's  negotiating  position.  Sen.  McGovern 
expressed  the  belief  February  24  that  negotiations  have 
been  impeded  by  three  factors  on  the  U.S.  side:  “the 
reluctance  of  the  administration  to  state  clearly  that  it 
is  willing  to  enter  into  direct  negotiations  with  the  Na¬ 
tional  Liberation  Front.  .  .  .  Second,  I  think  we  must 
state  our  willingness  to  permit  that  front  some  share 
in  whatever  provisional  government  is  established.  .  .  . 
The  third  factor  ...  is  that  every  time  we  have  ex¬ 
pressed  a  desire  for  negotiations,  we  have  stepped  up 
the  military  operations.  .  .  .  Those  offensive  activities 
are  doubtless  interpreted  by  the  other  side  as  an  indi¬ 
cation  of  lack  of  good  faith.  .  .  .” 


“As  Nearly  As  We  Can  T  ranslate,  It  Says;  ‘We  Are 
Agreed  In  Prineiple  On  Preventing  The  Spread 


Sen.  Fulbright  charged  Feb.  18  that  the  lack  of  clarity 
about  U.S.  willingness  to  “allow  any  participation  of 
the  National  Liberation  Front  either  in  a  provisional 
government  or  at  any  time”  leaves  the  Front  “no  alter¬ 
native  .  .  .  but  surrender  or  annihilation  .  .  . 

“There  is  the  further  point  about  our  intention  regard¬ 
ing  leaving  at  any  time.  ...  I  don’t  think  they  believe 
us  when  we  say  we  will  get  out  ...  we  haven’t  gotten 
out  of  Korea  and  the  Dominican  Republic.  .  .  .  Our 
actions  ...  in  my  view,  are  not  consistent  with  our 
words.” 

Sen.  Robert  Kennedy,  N.Y.,  received  public  praise  as 
well  as  criticism  when  he  suggested  that  “any  negoti¬ 
ated  settlement  must  accept  the  fact  that  there  are  dis¬ 
contented  elements  in  South  Vietnam  ...  to  admit 
them  to  a  share  of  power  and  responsibility  is  at  the 
heart  of  the  hope  for  a  negotiated  settlement.  ...  Of 
course  .  .  .  there  must  be  international  guarantees  to 
back  up  agreement.  .  .  .  Foreign  forces  must  be  with¬ 
drawn.  .  .  .  And  we  must  insist  that  the  political  proc¬ 
ess  go  forward  under  the  rigorous  supervision  of  a 
trusted  international  body.”_Feb.  19 

The  resulting  discussion  has  succeeded  in  clarifying 
and  reaffirming  U.S.  policy  to  abide  by  the  results  of 
free  elections  to  establish  a  permanent  government. 
Still  unresolved  is  the  question  of  whether  the  United 
States  is  ready  to  see  the  NLF  sit  at  the  negotiating 
table  in  its  own  right  and  play  a  role  in  the  interim 
government  pending  free  elections. 


L 
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Raising  Living;  Standards  Around  the  World 

Foreifjn  Aid.  The  President  has  called  for  a  “daring” 
response  to  the  problems  of  the  developing  world,  and 
the  use  of  foreign  assistance  to  “attack  the  root  causes 
of  poverty,”  hunger,  ignorance  and  disease.  Under  the 
new  proposals  the  United  States  would  accelerate 
efforts  to  increase  agricultural  production  in  food 
deficit  areas,  encourage  American  educators  and  insti¬ 
tutions  to  participate  more  fully  in  educational  pro¬ 
grams  and  problems  of  other  lands,  establish  an  ex¬ 
change  Peace  Corps,  create  an  international  career 
service  in  health,  and  increase  cooperation  in  world¬ 
wide  efforts  to  deal  with  population  problems. 

“To  signify  the  depth  of  our  commitment,”  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  requested  a  five-year  authorization  for  the 
economic  aid  program;  he  has  specified  that  the  United 
States  will  transfer  more  of  its  bilateral  programs  to 
regional  organizations,  such  as  the  Asian  Development 
Bank,  and  has  promised  to  increase  contributions  to 
multilateral  lending  institutions. 

The  new  proposals  are  set  forth  in  a  number  of  bills, 
and  hearings  have  already  begun  on  the  health  com¬ 
ponent.  The  broadening  scope  of  the  U.S.  program  is 
most' encouraging,  but  several  questions  need  to  be 
explored : 

•  Is  the  program  large  enough?  The  $1.6  billion 
requested  for  development  loans  and  technical  assist¬ 
ance  is  some  10%  below  the  “barebones”  request  of 
1965. 

•  Is  the  hasie  mission  of  the  AID  agency  being  dis¬ 
torted  hy  its  participation  in  a  hot  war?  More  than 
23%  of  the  AID  budget  for  fiscal  1967  will  be  spent 
in  Vietnam.  The  agency  already  has  2,342  employees 
in  the  area. 

•  Is  aid  heing  used  as  a  political  lever?  According  to 
newspaper  reports  the  Vice  President  told  Pakistan  and 
India  during  his  Far  Eastern  tour  that  future  assist¬ 
ance  depended  in  part  upon  “refraining  from  attacks 
on  American  policy  in  Southeast  Asia.” 

Food  for  Peace.  The  President  has  changed  the  title 
to  “Food-for-Freedom”;  and  recommended  an  expanded 
five-year  program  to  help  eliminate  human  hunger  and 
the  scars  of  malnutrition  in  a  way  that  will  encourage 
countries  to  increase  their  own  food  output.  The  Presi¬ 
dential  proposals  would : 

•  allow  the  Government  to  help  meet  nutritional  needs 
in  the  developing  world  by  eliminating  the  requirement 
that  foods  sold  or  given  away  under  the  Act  must  be 
in  “surplus”  supply  in  the  United  States; 


•  authorize  the  Government  to  enrich  foods  distrib¬ 
uted  under  the  program; 

•  shift  from  sales  for  local  currencies  to  dollar  sales 
on  long-term  credit  terms,  so  that  food-deficit  areas 
won’t  be  tempted  to  lean  on  U.S.  assistance  instead  of 
expanding  their  own  production. 

Hearings  have  already  begun  before  House  and  Senate 
Agriculture  Committees  on  the  administration  bill,  S. 
2933,  H.R.  12785,  and  other  major  proposals  such 
as  S.  2157  by  Sens.  McGovern,  S.  Dak.,  and  Nelson, 
Wis.;  S.  2826  by  Sen.  Walter  F.  Mondale,  Minn.;  and 
H.R.  12375  by  Rep.  Lynn  E.  Stalbaum,  Wis. 

^  India  is  suifering  from  the  worst  drought  in  70 
years.  Some  11  to  12  million  people  are  threatened 
with  death  hy  starvation  unless  their  country  can  import 
12-1.5  million  tons  of  grains  by  the  end  of  June.  Urge 
your  Senators  and  Representative  to  respond  to  this 
need.  Write  FCNL  for  a  summary  of  the  problem. 

Nonproliferation — “Challenge  of  Our  Times” 

“The  challenge  of  our  times  is  not  how  many  more 
nuclear  warheads  we  can  produce  or  stockpile,  but 
rather  how  can  we  prevent  their  proliferation  and  .  .  . 
their  use.”  This  was  the  assertion  of  Sen.  John  Pastore, 

R. I.,  as  he  introduced  a  resolution  on  nonproliferation 
of  nuclear  weapons,  Jan.  18. 

S.  Res.  179  commends  the  President’s  “serious  and 
urgent  efforts  to  negotiate  international  agreements 
limiting  the  spread  of  nuclear  weapons”  and  “supports 
the  principle  of  additional  efforts  by  the  President 
which  are  appropriate  and  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
peace  for  the  solution  of  nuclear  proliferation 
problems.” 

The  55  other  Senators  who  co-sponsored  the  resolution  are:  Aiken.  Vt.; 
Anderson,  N.  Mex.;  Bartlett.  Alaska;  Bass,  Tenn.;  Bayh,  Ind.;  Bible,  Nev.; 
Brewster,  Md.;  Burdick,  N.  Dak.;  Cannon,  Nev.;  Case,  N.J.;  Church, 
Idaho;  Clark,  Pa.;  Cooper.  Ky.;  Douglas,  Ill.;  Fong,  Hawaii;  Gruening, 
Alaska;  Hart,  Mich.;  Hartke.  Ind.;  Holland,  Fla.;  Inouye.  Hawaii;  Javits, 
N.Y.;  Jordan,  N.C.;  Kennedy,  Mass.;  Kennedy,  N.Y.;  Long,  Mo.;  Magnu- 
son.  Wash.;  McCarthy,  Minn.;  McClellan,  Ark,;  McGee,  Wyo. ;  McGovern,  S. 
Dak.;  McIntyre,  N.H.;  Metcalf,  Mont.;  Mondale,  Minn.;  Monroney,  Okla.; 
Montoya.  N.  Mex.;  Morse,  Ore.;  Moss,  Utah;  Muskie.  Maine;  Nelson,  Wis.; 
Neubcrger,  Ore.;  Pell.  R.I.;  Prouty,  Vt.;  Proxmire,  Wis.;  Randolph,  W.  Va.; 
Ribicoff,  Conn.;  Saltonstall,  Mass.;  Scott,  Pa.;  Smathers,  Fla.;  Sparkman, 
Ala.;  Symington,  Mo.;  Talmadge,  Ga.;  Tydings.  Md.;  Williams,  N.J.;  Yar¬ 
borough,  Tex.;  and  Young,  Ohio. 

Rep.  Chet  Holifield,  Calif.,  and  12  others  have  intro¬ 
duced  similar  House  resolutions.  Write  for  FCNL  testi¬ 
mony  supporting  S.  Res.  179  but  questioning  whether 
the  current  debate  is  focusing  on  fundamental  issues. 


MEMBERS  OF  CONGRESS  WHO  HAVE  EXPRESSED  I  NEASINESS  REGARDING  VIETNAM  POLICY 


■Sens.  Aiken,  Vt.;  Bartlett,  Alaska;  Burdick,  N.  Dak.;  Church,  Idaho; 
Clark.  Pa.;  Cooper,  Ky.;  Fulbright.  Ark.;  Gruening,  Alaska;  Hartke, 
Ind.;  Javits,  N.Y.;  Jordan,  N.C.;  Kennedy.  N.Y.;  Mansfield,  Mont.; 
McCarthy,  Minn.;  McGovern,  S.  Dak.;  Metcalf,  Mont.;  Morse,  Ore.; 
Moss,  Utah;  Nelson,  Wis.;  Neuberger,  Ore.;  Pell,  R.I.;  Proxmire,  Wis.; 
Randolph,  W.  Va.;  Ribicoff,  Conn.;  Smith,  Maine;  Tydings,  Md.; 
Williams,  N.J.;  Yarborough,  Tex.;  Young,  N.  Dak.;  Young,  Ohio. 

Reps.  Adams,  Wash.;  Addabbo,  N.Y.;  Anderson.  Tenn.;  Ashley,  Ohio; 
Bingham,  N.Y.;  Blatnik,  Minn.;  Boland,  Mass.;  Brademas,  Ind.;  Brown. 
Calif.;  Burton,  Calif.;  Byrne,  Pa.;  Cameron,  Calif.;  Celler.  N.Y.; 
Cohelan,  Calif.;  Conyers.  Mich.;  Corman,  Calif.;  Daniels.  N.J.;  Dawson, 
Ill.;  Denton,  Ind.;  Diggs,  Mich.;  Dow,  N.Y.;  Dyal,  Calif.;  Edwards, 
Calif.;  Fallon,  Md.;  Farbstein,  N.Y.;  Fraser,  Minn.;  Friedel,  Md.; 
Fulton,  Tenn.;  Garmatz,  Md.;  Giaimo,  Conn.;  Gilbert,  N.Y.;  Gilligan. 
Ohio;  Gonzales,  Tex.;  Grabowski,  Conn.;  Green,  Ore.;  Grider,  Tenn.; 


Griffiths.  Mich.;  Hagen.  Calif.;  Hanna,  Calif.;  Hansen,  Wash.;  Hath¬ 
away,  Maine;  Hawkins,  Calif.;  Hechler.  W.  Va.;  Helstoski,  N.J.;  Hicks, 
Wash.;  Holifield,  Calif.;  Holland,  Pa.;  Howard,  N.J.;  Huot,  N.H.; 
Jacobs,  Ind.;  Joelson,  N.J.;  Johnson.  Calif.;  Kastenmeier,  Wis.;  Kee, 
W.  Va.;  King,  Calif.;  Krebs,  N.J.;  Leggett,  Calif.;  Long,  Md.;  Love. 
Ohio;  McCarthy.  N.Y.;  McDowell,  Del.;  McVicker,  Colo.;  Macdonald, 
Mass.;  Mackay,  Ga.;  Mackie,  Mich.;  Madden,  Ind.;  Matsunaga,  Hawaii; 
Meeds,  Wash.;  Miller,  Calif.;  Mink,  Hawaii;  Moeller,  Ohio;  Moorhead, 
Pa.;  Moss,  Calif.;  Nedzi,  Mich.;  Nix,  Pa.;  O’Hara,  Ill.;  O’Hara.  Mich.; 
Olsen,  Mont.;  Olson,  Minn.;  Ottinger,  N.Y.;  Patten,  N.J.;  Powell,  N.Y.; 
Price,  Ill.;  Race,  Wis.;  Redlin,  N.  Dak.;  Rees.  Calif.;  Resnick,  N.Y.; 
Reuss,  Wis.;  Rhodes,  Pa.;  Rosenthal,  N.Y.;  Roybal,  Calif.;  Ryan,  N.Y.; 
St.  Germain,  R.I.;  St.  Onge,  Conn.;  Scheuer,  N.Y.;  Schmidhauser,  Iowa; 
Sickles,  Md.;  Sisk,  Calif.;  Sweeney.  Ohio,  Tenzer,  N.Y.;  'Thompson, 
N.J.;  Todd,  Mich.;  Tunney,  Calif.;  Udall,  Ariz,;  Van  Decrlin,  Calif.; 
Vivian,  Mich.;  Weltner,  Ga.;  Wolff,  N.Y. 
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Citizen  Voices  and  Vietnam.  The  Vietnam  debate  has 
again  pointed  out  the  helpfulness  and  the  necessity  of 
expressions  from  concerned  citizens.  Sen.  J.  W.  Ful- 
bright’s  mail  has  been  running  15-1  in  support  of  vari¬ 
ous  aspects  of  his  position  opposing  escalation  of  the 
war.  Sen.  Mike  Mansfield,  Mont.,  in  early  February 
was  receiving  mail  from  all  over  the  country  more 
than  100-1  against  escalation.  Other  Senators  who 
have  spoken  out  against  the  current  policy  have  been 
receiving  heavy  mail  ranging  from  2  to  10-1  against 
escalation.  Sen.  Russell  Long,  La.,  an  outspoken  sup¬ 
porter  of  the  present  policy,  said  February  23  that  his 
mail  runs  99-plus  percent  in  his  favor. 

On  the  other  hand,  one  Senator  from  a  Midwestern 
state  said  he  had  received  only  30  letters  on  Vietnam 
in  the  last  year.  One  Eastern  Representative  reported 
he  had  received  only  six  letters  on  Vietnam,  and  those 
were  from  mothers  who  wanted  deferments  for  their 
sons.  An  Iowa  Representative,  according  to  Marquis 
Childs  in  The  Washington  Post,  “is  disturbed  that  he 
gets  little  or  no  mail  on  Vietnam  while  excise  taxes  and 
14(b)  draw  a  deluge.” 

Friends  Bring  Vietnam  Concern  to  Capitol,  Congress. 
Intermittent  drizzle  and  downpour  on  February  13 
dampened  the  clothing  but  not  the  spirits  of  approxi¬ 
mately  500  Friends  from  around  the  country  who 
climaxed  a  weekend  of  conferencing  with  a  two-hour 
vigil  across  the  street  from  the  White  House.  Their 
signs  read:  “Quaker  Vigil  for  Peace  in  Vietnam.”  The 
Friends  Conference  and  Vigil  for  Peace  in  Vietnam, 
sponsored  by  the  Friends  Coordinating  Committee  on 
Peace,  drew  nearly  600  Friends  from  37  states,  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  Canada  to  Washington  Feb¬ 
ruary  11-13  for  discussion,  worship  and  a  two-mile 
march  to  the  Vigil.  More  than  100  Friends  stayed 
February  14,  to  visit  the  offices  of  120  Senators  and 
Representatives  from  approximately  30  states,  and  to 


help  FCNL  and  AFSC  distribute  special  pre-publication 
copies  of  an  AFSC  working  paper  on  Vietnam. 

China — “Sensitive  Nationalism.”  “The  Chinese  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  modify  a  hard  doctrinaire  line  to  satisfy  what 
they  regard  as  their  nationalist  interest,”  said  Bronson 
Clark,  Oberlin,  Ohio  businessman,  in  testimony  for  the 
AFSC  and  FCNL  before  the  House  Subcommittee  on 
the  Far  East  and  the  Pacific,  February  3.  “The  impli¬ 
cations  for  American  foreign  policy  is  that  we  are  not 
up  against  a  ‘godless  Communism’  so  much  as  we  are 
up  against  a  nation  whose  wounded  pride  and  sensitive 
nationalism  offer  an  opportunity  for  Congressional 
action.  .  .  .”  Copies  of  his  statement  and  a  February 
National  Council  of  Churches  statement  on  China  are 
available  from  FCNL. 

Noel-Baker  on  Vietnam.  Philip  Noel-Baker,  M.P.  and 
Quaker  Nobel  Peace  Prize  Winner,  made  a  strong 
statement  in  the  House  of  Commons  against  the  war 
in  Vietnam  Feb.  8  calling  for  neutralization  of  North 
and  South  Vietnam  and  mutual  arms  reductions.  Send 
a  stamped,  self-addressed  envelope  to  FCNL  for  a  copy. 

A  Seminar  on  Congress  and  American  Foreign  Policy, 
held  July  4-August  26  by  the  Washington  Friends  Seminar 
Program,  will  give  students  an  opportunity  for  serious  research 
and  extensive  Congressional  interviewing  on  the  following 
topics:  Changes  in  Our  China  Policy;  American  Response  to 
Revolution;  Germany  and  Disengagement  in  Central  Europe. 
For  information  write  to  Marion  Krebser,  245  2nd  St.,  N.E., 
Washington.  1).  C.  20002. 


The  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 
includes  Friends  appointed  by  20  of  the  26  Friends  Y'early 
Meetings  and  10  Friends  organizations  in  the  United  States. 
Expressions  of  views  in  the  FCNL  Washington  ISewsletter 
are  guided  by  the  Statement  of  Policy  prepared  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Committee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  leadings 
of  the  Spirit,  the  F(]NL  speaks  for  it.self  and  for  like- 
minded  Friends.  No  organization  can  speak  oflficially  for 
the  Religious  Society  of  Friends. 

FCNL  W  ASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER.  Editors:  Edward  F. 
Snyder,  Frances  Neely,  Judy  Starbuck,  245  Second  St.,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20002.  Subscription  $3.00  per  year. 
Published  monthly.  Second  class  postage  paid  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


FCNL  ACTION  Bulletins— Back¬ 
ground  information  and  action  sugges¬ 
tions  for  Newsletter  subscribers,  issued 
irregularly  as  need  arises. 

Bulletins  cover  foreign  policy  and 
domestic  human  rights  issues,  includ¬ 
ing  disarmament,  UN  affairs,  economic 
aid,  agricultural  surpluses,  conscription, 
civil  rights,  civil  liberties,  immigration 
and  refugees,  and  American  Indians. 

—  Will  you  take  action?  Check  here 
and  return  to  FCNL  with  your  name 
and  address  at  right. 


FRIENDS  COMMITTEE 
ON  NATIONAL  LEGISLATION 

245  Second  Street,  N.E. 
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BosTTorth  Msjiorial  Library 
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